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THE NEW APOLOGETIC — A FORECAST. 



Apologetic seeks to present Christianity in such a way as 
to insure its reception by open-minded inquirers, and also to 
The Function rneet objections that may be urged against its claims. 
and Conditions It considers, therefore, not merely the truth it pre- 
of Apologetic sentS( b U i the difficulties and concessions of those 
with whom it is concerned. It must first of all discover a com- 
mon ground or method upon which to argue with the doubter. 
A final apologetic, therefore, is an impossibility. Each epoch 
has its own difficulties which the arguments of another epoch 
will not meet, and each epoch will have its own common ground 
upon which the Christian apologist may meet his opponent. In 
our day the difficulty besetting apologetic is peculiarly great 
because this common ground is not yet completely delimited. 
For this reason, if for no other, the man has not yet appeared 
who can formulate an apologetic altogether sufficient for the 
need of the hour. On the side of Christianity itself, further, 
there is momentary delay. There are innumerable questions 
connected with the authorship and historical value of the differ- 
ent books of the Old and New Testament which are as yet in 
debate. To attempt the defense of Christianity before one knows 
precisely the questions which demand an answer, or the material 
from which to form answers, would be futile. Ten years from 
now the situation may be quite altered. Today a satisfactory 
apologetic must await the results of investigation as yet but 
incomplete. 
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Yet we share in the desire for a constructive statement. In 
our opinion investigation has gone far enough to show the line 

along which the defensive presentation of Chris- 
The Present tianitv t0 mo dern thinkers is to follow. For, while 

the problems which confront Christianity today 
spring from nearly every department of investigation — notably 
from comparative religion, philosophy, science, biblical criti- 
cism, and sociology — they may all be more or less completely 
classified as those which spring from uncertainty as to God, as to 
the sincerity of organized Christianity, and as to the historicity 
of revelation. 

I. While it would lead us too far afield to consider fully the 
proper defense of our faith in the existence of a personal God, 
The Future we believe the new apologetic can move upon lines 
Theistic which are altogether stronger than ever before. 

Argument -p^e assum ption of all scientific investigation is 
that phenomena of matter and society may be in some way 
expressed by rational formulae, and it is to such a conviction that 
the remarkable advances which have been made in all branches 
of science, social as well as physical and biological, have been 
due. Such an exclusion of the idea that anything in the uni- 
verse happens, in itself argues the existence and presence of 
a supreme Reason ; and, since all change seems beneficently 
teleological, of a supreme Love. It may be that our definition of 
God will yet be more precisely elaborated ; but, from the point of 
view of evolution, a rational theism today is capable of a philo- 
sophical presentation, vastly stronger than the old argument 
from design ever permitted. Even the present monistic phase 
through which philosophy is passing does not, to our mind, 
argue a permanent obscuration of theistic belief; but rather, on 
the one side, a weakening of the agnostic tendencies of the last 
generation, and, on the other, the recognition of the primary 
necessity of faith in all acts of cognition. Only, present tend- 
encies, both in science and philosophy, prescribe that the new 
apologetic must conceive of God as immanent rather than as 
transcendent. 
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2. As regards the sincerity of the church in its claims to 
represent the spirit of Jesus, the objection brought by the social- 
The Argument isi IS rat ^er one of fact than of philosophy. In a 
from the Social word.it is that the modern church is not true to 
Significance of the teaching and example of Jesus, in that it is a 
champion of the wealthier class and is unfriendly 
to the poor. 

In meeting this serious objection to the genuineness of modern 
Christianity, the new apologetic may very well reply that it is by 
no means clear that Jesus was the champion of any class in revolt 
against another, and that, even if he were, the objection is not so 
much against Christianity itself as against modern Christians. 
But even if he meet the objection as it is so commonly advanced, 
the Christian apologist has a clear line of defense. He must, it 
is true, admit that the charge is not without some justification. 
The workingman has some basis for thinking himself neglected 
by organized Christianity. Some, we do not believe many, 
churches have become societies for the development of the 
spiritual interests of particular social classes, and some Chris- 
tians have defended social wrongs. Yet, even in the face of these 
admissions, we believe that the new apologetic can abundantly 
show that the church as a whole is genuinely alive to evils 
arising from social and economic inequalities. It must, however, 
insist frankly that, according to the Christian conception, social 
regeneration is not to be primarily economic. It will deny that 
the socialist has any monopoly of interest in the welfare of the 
poorer classes ; or that, however much one may approve of certain 
of its economic proposals, socialism, as a final system for society, 
is the only possible expression of a genuinely Christian spirit. 
The church may not be helping the masses in the fashion the social- 
ist deems best ; but there is room here for an honest difference 
of opinion. The church is certainly taking up social service in 
a way that not only promises much for the future, but already 
has given sufficient results to arouse renewed confidence in the 
persistence of the spirit of Jesus among its members. The new 
apologetic will neither denounce socialism nor misrepresent its 
purposes. It will recognize rather that, while the church as a 
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religious institution can favor no particular economic program, 
the spirit of Jesus in its members cannot and will not stop short 
of fraternity in economic as well as in other spheres of life. 
When any particular program has shown itself to be a helpful 
and practicable expression of such a spirit, Christian men and 
women have always been and always will be among its most 
earnest champions. Only in these matters the new apologetic 
will not confound enthusiasm with wisdom, programs with accom- 
plished reforms, or creature comforts with character. 

3. As regards doubt concerning a historical revelation, it is 
our opinion that much of it can be obviated by a proper state- 
ment of what essential Christianity really is. Thus 

p „ T stated it will be its own best evidence. For a sub- 

and Historical 
Revelation. stantiation of such essentials, in so far as they are 

1 . The Trust- not met by the new theistic and ethical arguments, 

worthiness of ^ e new a p logetic will first make sure by histori- 
the Bible , , , ° , ... , . , 

cal methods of the religious development of the 

Hebrew people. Once this is established, it will be in order 
to show that in the development of the Hebrew faith in Jehovah 
there is a progressive revelation of God's character. The apolo- 
getic value of such a method, in which the vital matter of trust- 
worthiness is not confused with the secondary question of plenary 
inerrancy, will appear at once. Its conclusions may not be as 
sweeping as those sometimes stated, but they rest upon data, 
and not upon authority, sentiment, or rhetoric. Apologetic is 
never stronger than its assumptions, and the new apologetic, 
simply because it is apologetic, must not assume more than those 
with whom it contends can in fairness be asked to admit. The 
common ground on which both apologist and objector must meet 
is this : the trustworthiness of the Bible as historical material 
must be established by precisely the same methods as those 
accredited by historical science generally. There are thousands 
of earnest men and women to whom any argument drawn from 
the dogmatic assumption of an absolute and miraculously inerrant 
Scripture can bring no conviction. Many persons are kept from 
accepting Christianity as a system of truth because they are told 
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to choose between propositions concerning inspiration brought 
into a false antithesis. We believe that the new apologetic will 
not commit this mistake. Antitheses are bad weapons for either 
defense or offense. Indeed, if we were to distinguish between 
the old and new apologetic, we should say that it would be 
precisely at this point. The old apologetic has attempted to 
prove the truth of Christianity by assuming and then defending 
inerrancy as an element demanded by the inspiration of the 
Scriptures ; the new apologetic, while not denying the fact of 
inspiration, will formulate the correlative doctrine as a conclu- 
sion and not as a premise of investigation. In other words, it will 
proceed at once to the inductive proof of the trustworthiness of 
the Bible and the supremacy of Jesus. 

Naturally this brings us to the matter of criticism. Is it the 

ally or the enemy of a new apologetic ? The answer must be 

discriminating. There is criticism and criticism, 

and Criticism ' Dut we De ^ eve tnat an y person who does not con- 
fuse the dogma of an inerrant Scripture with a per- 
sonal faith in Jesus Christ will find in the method and in the 
results of historical criticism most valuable allies. In our opin- 
ion, further, the new apologetic will presuppose many of the 
results of criticism in both the Old and New Testaments. We 
do not wish to be misunderstood here, however. The results 
of a criticism dominated by a philosophical bias against the 
supernatural (or, better, superhuman) will not be so incorporated. 
They will as a whole be opposed, rejected, and, we thoroughly 
believe, disproved. But the strongest opponent of a philosophi- 
cally biased criticism is a philosophically unbiased criticism. If 
we except a few tangential Hollanders, who doubts today the 
authenticity of the great Pauline epistles ? Even the most 
radical critic endeavors to arouse new confidence in a historical, 
though but a sadly limited, Jesus. Radical and conservative his 
torians have rendered the apologist invaluable service by deter 
mining, in part at least, the criteria for distinguishing between 
the permanent and the Jewish elements of primitive Christianity. 
Such results, so far as they are demonstrable, the new apologetic 
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will certainly incorporate in itself. Indeed, the New Testament 
criticism, as a whole, furnishes capital material for the historical 
defense of Christianity. It is true the synoptic and Johannine 
problems are not solved, but one may already foresee the limits 
within which the solutions must fall. And these limits, though 
probably not precisely those of conservative introduction, will 
certainly not be too narrow to support a rationally evangelical 
theology. 

Undoubtedly the crucial theological question of the next few 
years will be the personality of Jesus. The Master and not 
the Book is the supreme revelation, and the new 
8 oalTpoloqeti'c biblical apologetic in ceasing to be bibliocentric 
will become Christo-centric. It is of first impor- 
tance, therefore, that we have confidence in the historical trust- 
worthiness of the New Testament in general, and a rational 
understanding of Jesus himself. As to just what precise form 
the Christology of the middle of the new century will take, no 
man acquainted with the rapidly growing literature of the subject 
will venture to predict. In such matters detailed prophecy is 
very largely the prerogative of ignorance. We must argue con- 
structively from facts, not merely attack objections to inherited 
dogmas. Yet here again we believe we can already see the 
lines the new apologetic must follow. The new Christology will 
result from the historical study of the New Testament itself. 
Beyond doubt its apologetic presentation will be influenced by 
philosophical currents, but, whatever may be its ontological con- 
clusions, they will be deductions from a psychological interpre- 
tation of well-attested historical facts. In our opinion, therefore, 
if for no other reason than that of efficiency, the christological 
apologetic will be based upon the resurrection rather than upon 
the birth of Jesus. In other words, the new apologetic will 
recur to that of the New Testament itself. The strategic advan- 
tages of such a method are manifold. Historical criticism, in 
our judgment, has not shaken, and never can shake, the elements 
of the gospel narrative that are presupposed by the records dis- 
closing the faith of Paul and the apostolic church. To discover 
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that faith and to distinguish it from that of later periods ; to 
restate in positive terms, intelligible to our day, the significance 
of the historical person who was heralded by his friends as 
Christ ; this will be the mission and the achievement of the new 
apologetic. It will go even farther. The final apologetic can- 
not rest content until, with the first disciples, it accepts Jesus as 
Lord, upon the evidence of his own personality and the testi- 
mony of his own self-consciousness. 

For our part, we have no fear as to the future. Theological 

reconstruction always presupposes a certain destructive process, 

,. _ and this must be recognized by apologetic. The 

The Prospect 6 ,, 

present is a time of universally acknowledged 

transition, and transition may mean change in the content as 
well as in the form of faith. Probably the new apologetic will 
not attempt to substantiate as many doctrines as the old, but 
we cannot see any good ground for panic, or even alarm. The 
general current of New Testament criticism is not setting toward 
Van Manen and Schmiedel. There is no reason for well-informed 
men to fear a general loss of confidence in the historicity of the 
New Testament narratives as a whole ; in Jesus himself as a 
historical person ; in the properly interpreted estimate placed 
upon him by the apostolic writers ; and, best of all, in the 
Heavenly Father, described in the words and incarnate in the 
life of the Savior, and accredited to all men through the expe- 
riences of the regenerate life. What should be feared is an 
impatience that may create suspicion and hostility between men 
who, from different points of view, in equal loyalty to the Master 
they serve, are searching painfully and prayerfully for new evi- 
dences of their faith. In spite of the protestations of people 
who persist in closing their eyes, a new day of faith has dawned, 
and we are better able than ever in the history of Christianity to 
give a reason for a rational faith in a Heavenly Father and an 
eternal life. 



